Introduction
During the course of comprehensively synthesising taxonomic and nomenclatural information on the global Aloe L. flora (Smith et al., 2008a, b) , we noted discrepancies among several sources regarding the name of the person who is put forward as having been commemorated in the specific epithet used in Aloe thompsoniae Groenew. This prompted a full review of the history of the derivation and use of the epithet, the outcome of which is presented here. A. thompsoniae is a good species of miniature aloe, which is endemic to the Wolkberg in Limpopo Province of South Africa (Glen et al., 1995; Van Wyk & Smith, 2005; Craib, 2005) . We also comment in general on the naming of species after people.
Aloe thompsoniae and its affinities
Aloe thompsoniae is one of the smallest species of southern Africa aloe, being rivalled in its small size and unassuming stature by few species (Figure 1) , most of which belong in Aloe sect. Graminaloe Reynolds, the so-called typical grass aloes. Like other small aloes, many of which can easily escape detection and therefore become eradicated from sites where they occur naturally, for example through development, the conservation status of A. thompsoniae is currently regarded as Rare (Victor & Smith, 2009) . In this regard the tiny, and highly threatened, Eastern Cape endemic, Aloe bowiea Schult. & Schult.f., is a case in point (Raimondo et al., 2009 ). The clump-forming A. thompsoniae belongs to A. sect. Leptoaloe A.Berger, the majority of representatives of which are considerably larger than this species, as they are more reminiscent of large, robust grass tufts. The closest affinities of A. thompsoniae lie with A. nubigena Groenew., a similar-looking, but larger, species in which the leaves remain distichous rather than becoming rosulate. It has been suggested that the recently described A. challisii van Jaarsv. & A.E.van Wyk (Van Jaarsveld & Van Wyk, 2006 ) from Mpumalanga has affinities with A. soutpansbergensis I.Verd. rather than A. thompsoniae. A. thompsoniae is restricted to a small, mist-belt area in the Limpopo Province of South Africa, above 1500 m of altitude (Van Jaarsveld & Van Wyk, 2006) . We were unable to substantiate a previous recording of the species in the Mpumalanga Province of the country (Glen & Hardy, 2000) . The voucher for this record appears to be Van Jaarsveld 426, PRE, (Mpumalanga, Pilgrims Rest Dist., Graskop Dist., Pirows Grave) which was a specimen cultivated in a garden.
Eponymy of Aloe thompsoniae
Since the mid-1930s when Groenewald (1936a) first published the name Aloe thompsoniae Groenew. (sphalm. Aloe thompsoni; see Groenewald, 1936b) , confusion has reigned regarding who the species was named for. This situation likely resulted from the fact that Groenewald (1936a) did not provide the name(s) or initial(s) of the person he commemorated. In the protologue he simply stated that the species "…is eers versamel deur Mev. Dr. Thompson na wie dit heet." [English: "...was first collected by Mrs. Dr. Thompson after whom it was named"]. This statement was repeated in his book on southern Africa aloes (Groenewald, 1941) . Within a few years after these two publications appeared, doubt on the derivation of the name ensued as the then generation of aloe students disappeared from active research on the group. Soon, no-one could remember who "Mev. Dr. Thompson" was (Table 1) . Reynolds (1946) was apparently the first author to misinterpret the commemorated person, referring to her as a "Dr (Mrs) Thompson" and noting that "Dr Thompson first collected the plants around 1924". The title 'Dr' was repeated by subsequent authors but, in fact, as initially indicated by Groenewald ("Mev. Dr. Thompson") the person commemorated was the wife of Dr Thompson, a medical doctor. His wife, Awdry, did not have a doctoral degree herself.
Groenewald (1936a) did not designate a type specimen for A. thompsoniae, but the name was lectotypified later by Glen & Smith (1995) . The specimen selected is labelled as having been collected by "Mrs Thompson" in 1930, not 1924 as suggested by Reynolds (1946) and Prinsloo (1972) . Glen & Smith (1995) appear to be the first to associate the surname Thompson to the first names 'Sheila Clifford', referring to the commemorated person as "Dr (Mrs) Sheila Clifford Thompson". This error may have been introduced into the literature because Sheila Thompson was listed in the seminal work of Gunn & Codd (1981) on botanical collectors of southern Africa, while no 'Mrs Thompson' was included in that book. 'Dr/Mrs Sheila Clifford Thompson' was mentioned by subsequent authors as being the mother of Louis Clifford Thompson (Wiktorowski, 1998 -2011 Eggli & Newton, 2004) and 'Clifford' was interpreted as being her maiden name (Wiktorowski, 1998 (Wiktorowski, -2011 Figueiredo & Smith, 2010) . Alternatively, and to add to the confusion, it was thought that the person commemorated was a daughter of Sheila Thompson, by the name of Audrey (Charters, 2006 (Charters, -2011 Van Jaarsveld, 2009 ) (see Table 1 ).
The way the information on this eponymy got corrupted in the course of c. 70 years (Table 1) is an example of how incomplete and unverified information can be misleading and a source of further errors. This is particularly relevant for internet information sources which are not reviewed before publication. As the errors in the etymological information provided for the derivation of the epithet thompsoniae seem to perpetuate in the literature and internet, it is important to clarify the issue. The person commemorated in A. thompsoniae is Edith Awdry ('Googoo') Thompson [née Eastwood] (2 January 1895-2 August 1991) (Figure 2 ). She was married to Dr Louis Clifford Thompson and two of her children were Sheila ('Box') Clifford Thompson (1917 Thompson ( -1998 and Louis ('Potty') Clifford Thompson (1920 Thompson ( -1997 . Neither Gunn & Codd (1981) , nor the recent re-edition of that work (Glen & Germishuizen, 2010) , gave any information on Awdry Thompson, although her children S.C. Thompson and L.C. Thompson have entries in these works. All three were collectors, but the plant that was described as A. thompsoniae was undoubtedly collected by, and named for, E.A. Thompson. This became clear after the publication of her memoirs as a little-known book (Wongtschowski, 2003) 
Naming species after people
Awdry Thompson is one of only 19 women commemorated in the name of a taxon of Aloe (Figueiredo & Smith, 2010) . People have been commemorated in plant binomial nomenclature since Linnaeus' time. Over the past more than 250 years this has been mostly done as a way of honouring the people for their achievements in the field of botany or their contribution to the discovery of the plant. For example, twelve Aloe names commemorating people were published from 2009 to 2011, all of which refer to collectors, botanists or amateur botanists (Smith et al., 2011) . Nevertheless, in other plant groups, over the past few years a new practice has emerged whereby plants are named for those who are wealthy enough to buy their right to be so commemorated. As is the case where honours can be obtained in exchange for money, many botanists find this practice highly deplorable. In aloes, naming plants after people is the second most popular way of constructing names (Figueiredo & Smith, 2010) . Nevertheless, when the plant name is published, the person's name is sometimes devoid of further information, which defeats the purpose of commemorating that person (see for example Smith & Crouch, 2006 , on the derivation of the name A. vanrooyenii Gideon F.Sm. & N.R.Crouch). A more recent example is A. estevei Rebmann, dedicated to an unnamed friend of the author who accompanied him on his expeditions. In such a case, the identity of the commemorated person is only known to the author and that person. There are of course no rules against such a practice, but authors should bear in mind that, sometimes only a few years later, plant names can be mistakenly and undeservedly associated with the wrong person. It is therefore advisable that when commemorating a person, names should be accompanied by information about that person. Furthermore, the gender of the person should be stated so that the right Latin ending for the epithet can be confirmed. A. thompsoniae, for example, was initially published as A. thompsoni (which would mean it was named after a male), and later had to be corrected to agree with the gender of the commemorated person. 
